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The Port Arthur Massacre - False Flag ? (Australia - 28 April 1996) 


Port Arthur 


So.....After so much time has elapsed..... why is it that things are starting to appear about this Massacre in Australia now??? 


Is it due to the increased awareness of the now standard Government Practice of 'staging' False Flag attacks to actually secure the result they 
are seeking for their masters agenda ? 


And....Was it staged....just like September 11, or the Batman shootings, or more recently the Sandy Hook shootings ? the agenda appears to 
perhaps be one in the same...to disarm the citizens??? 


As we all know, thats exactly what happened in Australia after Port Arthur, the general public surrendered the majority of their firearms 
willingly and at the same time surrender their rights to own firearms, giving Australia one of the worlds tightest gun control laws. 


"No action can really be understood apart from motive which prompted it." Arthur Schopenhauer. 1851. 


A re cap of events from that incident...........05. 
Just after noon on 28th April 1996, an unknown marksman opened fire on diners in the Broad Arrow Cafe at Port Arthur in Australia. 


In less than 20 minutes at this and five other crime scenes, the marksman killed 35, injured 22, and crippled two cars with only 64 shots. 
Nineteen of the first twenty dead in the Broad Arrow Cafe died from single shots to the head, all fired by the unknown marksman from his 
right hip. 


This staggering display of marksman- ship was blamed on left-handed and intellectually impaired Martin Bryant, whose shooting experience 
extended to popping off cans in the bush, and had no military training of any kind. From the time of his arrest, remand prisoner Martin Bryant 
was illegally held in strict solitary confinement and denied access to media of any kind until his police interrogation on 4th July 1996. 


When he refused to admit to the Port Arthur Massacre at interrogation, he was once more placed back in illegal solitary confinement. 
Eventually in desperation during November 1996, Martin Bryant pleaded "guilty" 72 times, thereby allowing the authorities to avoid a 
humiliating trial at which they could present no hard evidence of guilt. Intellectually impaired Martin Bryant was convicted by a hysterical 
media pack, then forced to plead guilty by prison Officials illegally enforcing solitary confinement. 


You probably still believe that Martin Bryant, acting alone, carried out the Port Arthur massacre on Sunday 28th April 1996. If 
so, can you reconcile the following facts with the official story? 
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The Truth about Port Arthur - youtube clip 





Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 1 


Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 2 
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Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 3 


Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 4 


Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 5 


Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 6 
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Martin Bryant - A Question of Guilt Part 7 


CONDENSED VERSION OF A GROSS MISSCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE 


Just after the Port Arthur massacre in April of 1996 I became disturbed by the way the media was reporting t 
event and especially confused about the issue of Martin Bryant's photograph being printed before his trial. I 
always thought that no matter how guilty you thought a person was, the law is supposed to presume innocen 
until proven guilty and I believed it illegal to print a person's photo before he had been formally identified. Th 
reason is to allow the police complete confidence in relying on witness identification of suspects who could 
otherwise be influenced by media publicity. That's exactly what happened. They printed 

Martin Bryant's photo Australia wide causing hatred and bias amongst the Australian public, or at least those 
who believed the newspaper stories and consequently had already found him guilty. How many times have yc 
heard people saying dispicable things like "string him up, murdering mongrel, put him away for life" before tl 
accused is even tried. A man should not be presumed guilty until he has been tried and found to be so and evi 
then mistakes are made and innocent people have been put to death on the baying of greedy media mogals w 
create gossip and are just as guilty for their false reporting as the authorities who have agendas of their own. 
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The incessant "in your face" harassment of victims and their private lives, to me, was sickening and I felt nothing but an 
every time I saw another camera being shoved into the face of another distressed victim of the massacre. There was nott 
about the inquiry, evidence of guilt, explanations of why terrified people were kept waiting for over six hours for help, why 
many reporters were in town at the time? ("Wednesday 1st May, The Mercury (Hobart Tas) p.3, article by Chris McPhers 
President of PANPA addresses 700 delegates from 17 countries of the Pacific Rim in attendance at their media conferer 
and were lucky enough to be on hand to cover the story of the year. 


Then there was A Code Brown exercise at the Royal Hobart Hospital. The new Emergency plan was implemented in e 
1995, but finalised on the Friday just before The Port Arthur Massacre. Along with their 25 Trauma Specialist doctors from 
over Australia they were ready for one hell of an emergency that weekend. The fact that a morgue truck with over 20 b 
was built before the massacre and sold soon after. Two specially designed embalming machines were sent to Hobart "( 
firm in particular, Nelson Brothers, had organised for an embalming machine box and a special large equipment case tc 
manufactured ready for the incident. These two containers were the envy of all embalmers and worked extremely well.’ 
reported by one investigator. All of these facts were never reported in fact they were suppressed and dug up by investigat 
afterwards because had we have known about these preperations I think we might have become even more suspiciou: 
just how ready the city of Hobart was for a traumatic incident of major proportions. 


It was just too obvious that people's emotions were being exploited by the press and sacrificed for the absence of iss 
such as those above and what caused the incident and the killer's motives. 


It was obvious that they (the media) were not interested in why these people died, they only wanted tocash in on grief. 
sensationalise the events. When the gun laws debate fired up again it was not hard to see why everyone was being stir 
up. 


Isle of the Dead - part of the PA tourist attraction where it is thought 
the original plan was to take place 





I was browsing in a furniture store in Moss Street Springwood, a family business where they built beaut 
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unique pieces of the best quality furniture. As I admired a magnificent gun cabinet on the floor I remarkec 
the salesman that he might have trouble selling it if John Howard got his way. 


We engaged in conversation and he asked me if I was on the net and when I told him I wasn't he offerea 
print out some pages for me that he said I might be interested in. That's where my journey into the myst 
surrounding the Port Arthur massacre began. I was so annoyed about what I read that I wrote to the autt 
Joe Vialls, who gave me permission to publish his pages on the net and for almost 16 years I have uncove 
other investigators and like minded people who have contributed to these pages. 


THE PORT ARTHUR MASSACRE 
TEN YEARS AFTER 


Early this year of 2006, almost ten years on from the Port Arthur massacre, I decided to take a little trip down to Tassy an 
get some idea of the present atmosphere regarding the events of that fateful day of April 28th 1996 at Port Arthur Tasmar 





For ten years hardly a word in the papers, nothing on the radio and unusual silence on television where doco hounds | 
current affair programs will dig up stories from just about anywhere to get ratings. For months after the massacre televis 
presenters, like predators, descended on the grieving survivors and the victim's families like vultures with a tirade 
emotional and in your face dramatic interviews to wring every last drop of sensationalism from them. Then, when finally t 
had milked the last "how do you feel?" out of these devastated people and shown every last tear they could squeeze | 
their news and current affairs programs, they curiously went quiet on the subject for almost ten years. 


Most of the public were respectful of the victims privacy and it was many months before people began to ask questions ¢ 
to be shunned and ridiculed as being insensitive. If you dared 

to mention anything on the radio talk-back programs you were ridiculed or cut off, implying that you were be 
inconsiderate and thoughtless. Suggest anything but the official line about the murders and you were dubbed with the ba 
of crackpot or conspiracy theorist. Usually nothing is sacred on TV current affair programs. They love to dramatize with tl 
often graphic and over-acted portrayals in detail of horrible events, but nothing about the after-effects of the Port Art 
massacre. 
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Many investigators and people, who have trouble believing the official report on the killings, have aired their concerns on 
internet because they just can't get a fair hearing in the usual channels. While ever our media is monopolized by so 
owners we are limited to the news that they want us to see read and hear. There is no such thing as free speech in 
media. They decide what they will print and air. Even if they ask you a question your answer can be edited in so m 
different ways that they can make you look like a saint or a fool. They can interview you and concoct any slant on the st 
they like, editing your responses to make black white and white black. With hardly any opposition they can ignore anytt 
they want and create sensation out of the most mundane events to hide the important issues. Go to my Gun Laws 
Australia page to see heaps of evidence of this. If it does not suit the few owners of these monopolies to report a st 
including these investigations, which have uncovered some very serious anomalies in the official Port Arthur story, the 
just doesn't get reported or the coverage given does not reflect the importance of the event. 


Of course there are supposed to be safeguards in place to ensure our freedom of speech is protected but if they can 
away with attempting to pervert the course of justice by identifying Bryant and corrupting any police identification proce 
such as a line-up, then they can get away with a lot more. Were it not for our underground investigators, writers, edit 
and, so far, free medium the internet, few people would be aware of the deceit and blatant untruths told by the media | 
the government to avoid a Coronial Inquiry into these murders. 


Roland Browne, then co-chair of the National Coalition for Gun Control (NCGC), who, with astonishing accuracy, predicted the Port Ari 
Massacre when he stated, "We are going to see a mass shooting in Tasmania...unless we get national gun control laws." - (ACA ,with 
Martin, March 1996) 
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The Sun Herald reported May 5 1996 that ex-Premier of NSW, Barry Unsworth made this prediction in 1987 - Before Uniform Gun L 
become possible in all States there will have to be a massacre in Tasmania. 


Can politicians and people for gun control really see into the future? 


Yes, it's true that this dreadful crime has not, to this day, been subjected to a Coronial Inquiry, an inquest, that is by | 
essentially held for all suspicious deaths including suicide and some accidental deaths. All deaths by homicide are subjec 
to the highest scrutiny by a coroner for evidence at any trial. None was done for the Port Arthur victims. Certainly the cr 
would have warranted an investigation so why didn't these innocent people, murdered at Port Arthur, deserve an inquiry | 
their deaths as citizens and visitors to Australia? 


The official answer was that the government had no wish to inflict further pain on the victim's friends and family 
subjecting them to a trial. Furthermore, the authorities decided, before the hearing to convict the alleged killer, that they 
their man, who was, supposedly, caught red handed, despite the fact that there is no forensic evidence to place Ma 
Bryant at the Broad Arrow crime scene. They could save the taxpayers a costly drawn-out trial by just sentencing Ma 
Bryant so they decided before the hearing that he was guilty on all accounts and a coronial inquiry would be withheld in 
case. Never been done before! The most horrific crime in Australian history and no Coronial Inquiry! 

The pity being that, regardless of the pain of having to relive the events of that day, many victims would have gladly endu 
a trial to get a conviction of the real killer and not some patsy used to appease the anger of the public. Furthermore a 1 
could have revealed reasons for the deaths of loved ones which would have given these grieving people some kinc 
closure. To this day the secrecy continues and no one is any the wiser. 


WORT ARTHUR 
MEMORIAL GARDEN 
oS hendaTren BT 
TO HIS EXCELLENCY THE 
’ HONGURAGLE 
WILLIAM DEANE, Ac Ker 


VERNOR-DENERAL or Fi 
tae 
MON MALT EH OF UTE ALIA: 


BTH OF APRIL ŽOG wane wx 
Bess) i ! jii PATERA 





By avoiding a trial the prosecution effectively also avoided the summoning of witnesses who might be required to ¢ 
evidence and possibly identify the shooter. If a witness who happened to have talked to, been shot by or clearly saw 
shooter could not identify Martin Bryant on the stand there was nowhere for the prosecution to go and all hell would br 
loose all over again. This was a problem since there were witnesses who were eager to testify that Bryant was not 
shooter but curiously they were never put on the witness list. 


The media accepted the official explanation for not having a jury trial and again got everyone feeling very emotional ak 
the victims by poking cameras into their faces to film their private pain, anger and shattered lives - inciting hatred again: 
man who was not yet found guilty of anything at that time. Their vendetta was incessant to railroad the alleged ki 
illegally disregarding the lawful path of justice in order to get quick results. 


It is almost beyond belief that, in this day and age, a trial and sentence by media, breaking all the rules of fair play — 
justice, could brainwash the Australian public into blindly believing the official report and the media's propaganda bt 
happened. 


In the beginning it was not hard to believe that the reporting was accurate. To make sure that Martin Bryant became 
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most hated man in the country the newspapers went to the trouble of enhancing his photographs to make his eyes | 
Manson-like crazy. The same original photos show a quite, shy looking, ordinary sort of a man of insignificance. 


When I first saw the enhanced photo of Bryant on the cover of The Australian he certainly looked like a crazy man to me. 
at the same time I wondered how they could be allowed to print his photo before him being formally identified. He was no 
large, or on the run, and when I saw the original untouched photo on the net I began to feel very uncomfortable about 
way the media was telling this story, especially the way they hounded the victims to add sensationalism to their sicker 
over dramatic, one sided stories. It was obvious that they were setting us all up for something. 


Guilty or not guilty people just wanted Martin Bryant to "rot in hell" because they read it in the paper and saw it in the n 
that he was the killer and that was that. I would not be surprised that, if asked, most people at that time couldn't have cē 
less if he had a trial or not, they just wanted him dead or behind bars for the rest of his life. 
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Below Seascape 
Cottage, where 
Bryant killed an 


elderly couple 
before moving 
on to Port Arthur 





The expression "innocent until proven guilty" never applied to Martin Bryant at any time. He was never "the alleged kil 
but instead, as every Murdock and Packer medium in the country described him before his hearing, "the killer", ' 
murderer", "the sadistic slayer of 35 people". Only one day after Bryant was captured his face was on all the mi 
newspaper front pages in the country in every state under the headings "FACE OF A KILLER" and "THIS IS THE MAN". Th 
accusations were virtually defamation of his character, no matter how guilty he might be, because he was in custody at 
time but not found guilty by any court of law. 


The television news and current affairs programs blatantly displayed props which were supposedly at the murder scene 
items carried by the killer when in actual fact the film was shot in the cafe either before the massacre or after everything 
been cleaned up because the dining room looked as if it was open for business. The weapons they showed us on TV t 
were supposed to be the murder weapons were in pristine condition. Then we were told that they were destroyed in 
Seascape fire but then they later turned up again deliberately damaged and with missing parts, outside the Seascape |] 
One on the roof of a nearby shed and the other in nearby bush, after the Seascape burned down. How the killer managex 
dispose of these weapons while exiting the burning building unarmed and on fire himself is hard to explain and never 
been. Probably because the real killer had already left the building leaving the patsy to take the rap. 


A mediocre lawyer could have done an investigation and come up with a very good case for this man already condemnex 
perhaps the worst crime in Australian history? It was obvious that he could have afforded the best defence since he was 
a small fortune by a benefactor who thought highly of him in the past. 


But the authorities fixed his wagon there again by 
another unprecedented move of taking away his 

earthly possessions. Reason being, to compensate h 

victims, even before his trial and being found guilty 





To this day there is only very vague information as to what happened to the $3.5 million dollars donated by the Australian 
public coupled with at least another $1.5 million from Bryant's estate. Many people were compensated for the victims 
funerals (and rightly so), some medical expenses and grief counseling but it was argued that the bulk of the money went | 
business people in the area who suffered revenue loss due to the bad publicity of the massacre. Many of the families of th 
dead received little more than $1000. 


Being rendered destitute by the authorities who confiscated everything he owned Bryant was appointe: 
lawyer by the court whose sole mission was to get him to plead guilty. 


Not an easy task since Martin was adamant that he had never been to Port Arthur on that day. Both the prosecutor and 
defendant's lawyer just wanted the whole damn thing over with. There was never any question of a defence, < 
preparation for a guilty plea. 
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Now, as described on other pages on this site, Martin Bryant is not very bright. He has an IQ of 66 and the mind of an 
year old. A major factor in his defence should have been that the Port Arthur shooter far surpassed any ability Martin cc 
ever possess even if he had been trained in combat shooting, which he certainly was not. Another factor would have b 
the incessant defamation of his character by the media, including the malicious altering of his photographs to incite hatre: 
him. No DNA was taken from the Broad Arrow Cafe where the killer ate a meal and handled several items left on the ta 
One would think that with so many people shot he would have sustained some blood splatter on his clothing that could 
matched with any one of the victims and would have proved his guilt beyond doubt. 


With all of the evidence that could have been 
collected to incriminate Martin Bryant only this 
vague video emerged from America at the | 
eleventh hour before the hearing and was claimed | 
to be the killer running from the Broad Arrow Cafe.| 
I don't even know what this Is supposed to prove 
because it's impossible to identify the man 
anyway. The same man was filmed at the same 
time from another angle which showed amused 
onlookers in the background lounging on the 
veranda of the Broad Arrow where the murders 
happened just inside the door. It is clear that the 
DNA evidence would have cleared Martin. So would blood splatter tests on his 
clothing and not wanting to call witnesses who could not identify Bryant the DPP had to rely on ti 
ridiculous video that proves nothing. The only thing that convicted Martin Bryant was his coerce 
“guilty” plea. 








Yet none of this was entered as evidence that Bryant was at the Broad Arrow Cafe. Instead the only evidence submitted tc 
convict Bryant was a very grainy video film, Supposedly taken on the day, of a man (impossible to identify), running down 
the road away from the cafe. However another video taken at the same time and from a different angle filmed the same n 
(also impossible to identify) running towards the camera operator and showing the Broad Arrow Cafe in the background 
where at least three people were standing on the veranda, looking very relaxed, leaning on the veranda posts, apparently 
undaunted by the gunman running down the road or the 20 bodies lying shot to death just inside the door behind them. 


This, so called, "running man" has since been identified as one of the staff 
members carrying blankets for the wounded long after the shooter had left, 
explaining why people were not running for cover. 


O 


11 of 44 19-Jan-21, 10:25 PM 





It was from this veranda that people watched the "running man" runr 
down this road away from the Broad Arrow Cafe. There was 
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explanation or motive for the murders. Bryant had no criminal record 
Jhe didn't consort with criminals. He didn't smoke or take drugs of 
kind or if he had there were no tests done while he was in hospita 
prove that he had taken any drugs. He was very polite and didn't sw 
JHe called men sir. In fact, without the media slander he could not 
udescribed as anything else but a fairly uninteresting, clean living man v 
fa bit of a mental problem. 
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One reporter wrote of his cruelty to animals but others told of his love for them. During a police interrogation wt 
detectives questioned him about his expertise with a rifle, he told of how he used home made cardboard targets and cans 
practice on the few occasions that he went shooting but he never hunted animals. He wouldn't even shoot bottles for 1 
animals might injure themselves on the broken glass. Some of the mis-information about what he kept in his house is p 
sensationalism and typical of media exaggeration to embellish a story. 


Where could Bryant have gained the expertise of a talented combat shooter? The Port Arthur shooter brought attentior 
himself by displaying an amazing ability for handling a rifle with incredible accuracy that far surpasses the average shoote 
performance, so far, unmatched by anyone else in the world apparently since I have had my site up since 1996 now and 
one has come forward to say that they know of anyone who can match this killer's unbelievable expertise. 

His performance displayed a talent that could only have been performed by someone who was top of the class in his field 

obviously had more training than popping off cans in the bush on a couple of weekends. In fact this shooter was a yo 
show-off making himself conspicuous by exhibiting brilliant intellect in his performance when he should have been shoot 
and missing a lot, like an amateur would. 





From the book Deadly Deception at Port Arthur by the late Joe Vialls. "Brigadier Ted Sarong DSO OBE, the former heac 
Australian Forces in Vietnam and one of the world's leading experts on counter-terrorist techniques and their application 
an interview with Frank Robson in the Sydney Morning Herald on 10 April 1999, Brigadier Serong makes it plain that Ma 
Bryant could not have been responsible for the mass murder at Port Arthur. "There was an almost satanic accuracy to t 
shooting performance" he says. "Whoever did it is better than I am, and there are not too many people around here be 
than I am". He continues "Whoever did it had skills way beyond anything that could reasonably be expected of this c 
Bryant ... if it was someone of only average skills, there would have been many less killed and many more wounded. It ' 
the astonishing proportion of killed to wounded that made me open my eyes first off." Brigadier Serong believes more t 
one person was involved and directly infers that the mass murder at Port Arthur was a terrorist action designed to undern 
Australian national security. "It was part of a deliberate attempt to disarm the population, but I don't believe John Howar« 
his Government were involved. Howard is being led down a track. He doesn't know where it's leading, and he doesn't m 
care..." " 


After reading Mullen's psychiatric evaluation, one of Australia's senior counter-terror experts, who had himself investige 
the case, observed to this news service on the subject of Bryant ostensibly having learned all he knew about weaponry | 
tactics from "survival magazines": 


"If this guy had weapons and survival skills from magazines, then that conflicts with his learning difficulties--how could 
understand the books in the first place? Any decent lawyer would have a field day with this report. They could pick i 
pieces. For a start, Bryant worked out the military aspects of the shooting. Most soldiers couldn't do that on their own, 
Bryant did. What's more, he outsmarted the police by doubling back to the Seascape--that's not a low IQ. 
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"Then, look at the planning of the assault, the equipment required, the weapons stash, the most effective weapons to t 
how much ammunition to take with him, how to use the weaponry, planning an escape route, creating havoc in mult 
areas to keep the authorities guessing, and so on. Now, how could he have learned all that from books, with such a low 
and poor reading skills? This guy had military training." 


Tasmanian Deputy Commissioner Lupo Prins, who directed the overall police operation at Port Arthur on April 28, 19 
observed dryly to {The New Citizen} in mid-April 1997, that Bryant had "set up six different areas of activity--he had po 
running in circles. That's pretty good for a guy who's a slow learner." 


Forensic Detective Sgt. Dutton admitted to the media that there was no forensic evidence to place Martin Bryant at the Br 
Arrow Cafe. No finger prints, no DNA, no blood splatter. Was none collected? Or knowing the outcome of the trial before h 
maybe they just didn't bother to collect any. 















hese murders were accomplished by a right handed shooter - Martin Bryant w 
left handed. The shooter shot 18 of the twenty people killed, in the Broad Arrov 
Caf?, with head shots from a semi-automatic rifle (not a fully automatic assault 
weapon), fired methodically (one squeeze of the trigger per shot), from the rigl 
hip. The prosecution accused Bryant of performing this amazing feat is less tha 
90 seconds although independent investigators have interviewed witnesses whc 
claim the time taken was longer and up to three minutes. It seems ironic that t 
prosecution told the court that the killer performed this amazing feat in 90 
seconds because this statement alone should have logically paved the way for &¿ 
examination of Bryant's expertise with a rifle immediately. 


The problem is that people who know nothing about guns would not know the significance of that point. There are people 
ignorant of guns that they think anyone can point one, pull the trigger and kill someone, even at close range, every tii 
These people need to spend a day at the pistol or rifle range before they profess 

to be experts on what it takes to hit a target in the way this gunman did. His confident, methodical and deliberate acti 
revealed a man who had killed many times before and knew how to do it well. Only a seasoned and professional soldier cc 
have performed in a manner similar to the way most people do when they are busy at work. 





ab aa 





The Seascape guest house before and after it was Set ablaze by the gunman [4 


There is no doubt that, for whatever reason, Martin was lured to the Seascape Inn but he was reported to hi 
fired over 200 shots from that building and hit no one or anything at all. 


The real shooter was gone and the patsy remained to act out the final scene. It would not have been very hard to h 
talked Martin into an adventure at the Seascape Inn by anyone who acted kindly towards him but it would have b 
impossible for anyone to turn him into a combat killer. 


There was no defence for mentally retarded Martin Bryant. No one to point out that he was incapable of learning to sF 
that accurately without some kind of military training. Although he hadn't been driving long he didn't even get a lice 
because in his own words he stated at the police interview with Inspectors Paine and Warren 
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Q. Hey Martin, how come you never got about, got around to getting a driver's licence? 
A. Ahh, I didn't think I'd ever pass or get through the courses 'cos I'm not that bright. 


Anyone who knows anything about guns and rifles knows that one has to learn to shoot over a period of time to hone sk 
Rarely does any talent come naturally. It would have been far easier, for most people, to have used a pistol in the confi 
and crowded area of the Broad Arrow Cafe but there was a reason the AR15 was chosen. 

This weapon has a large magazine capacity, its light, reasonably stable and its high powered killing ability in the hands ol 
expert was an intelligent choice. In the hands of Martin Bryant it would have been a joke. In most massacres where a 
goes berserk with a gun, aS was supposed to be the case at Port Arthur, there are always far more wounded than killed. ` 
killed to wounded ratio is explained in more detail here. The killed to wounded ratio would have been a totally differ 
matter even if Martin did have the fortitude to do the crime, which I don't believe he did. Certainly if he had there wc 
have been a lot less dead on that day if any at all because anyone not as confident and proficient with a high powe 
weapon, as this gunman was, would have displayed an entirely different demeanor. His lack of judgment and probe 
display of anxiety could have caused him to make mistakes that would have left him vulnerable to being overpowered dul 
the confusion. 





But this guy was so good, he exuded complete control of the situation in a way that scared the hell out of everyone | 
professionally he executed the murders as would a man who had had experience with weapons for most of his life. Ma 
Bryant's experience consisted of, as he put it to Inspectors Warren and Paine:- 


Q. How many rounds do you reckon you would've practised, you know, any idea? 


A. Altogether, probably, probably twenty or thirty rounds out of that AR10 and probably twenty rounds out of that AR15- 
that's about it, mmm. 


2K OK 3K K OK OK OK Æ OK K OK K OK K OK OK K K K OK K K OK 


There is no evidence of Martin having ever killed anyone or anything in his life. 


2K OK K K OK OK OK OK OK OK OK K OK K OK OK K OK K OK K OK OK 


A. I had a couple of targets on boards. 

Q. Did you. 

A. Cardboard usually. 

Q. And how many times would you have shot 'em? 


A. Ohh four or five times, then I used to put the gun back in the car and used to leave and go home. 
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Q. Did you always maintain a full ahh, full lot of rounds or not? 

A. No because I never, I didn't want to disturb the peace with having a gun, a gun, 'cos they make quite a big bang. 
Q. Mmm. 

A. Jump around a bit. 

Q. The gun jumps around a bit does it? 

A. They kick a bit. It's the sound that's worse, it's pretty loud. 

Q. Mmm. 


A. Didn't want to get in trouble with the neighbours because I didn't have a licence you see when I was target practising. 


Is this an example of the confidence and audacity of a seasoned killer? 35 kills nineteen with head shots fr 
the hip, 22 injured, and 2 cars crippled in less than 20 minutes with only 64 shots? 


At 12.40AM on the 4th Feb 1999 in New York City, four plain clothes police officers accidentally shot an unarmed black r 
on the stoop of his building as he reached for his wallet. The police mistook the man's action as reaching for a gun and fi 
41 shots from a distance of about 12 ft (3 meters) with 9mm semiautomatic pistols each holding 16 bullets in the magaz 
The man, Amadou Diallo, died from gunshot wounds after being hit only 19 times. 


This scenario should easily demonstrate how easy it is for trained shooters to miss even from close range. It also serve: 
show that you don't have to be mentally retarded to be a lousy shot. 

These guys probably shot at the same range together every weekend and probably demonstrated far better accuracy 
those occasions. However, with adrenalin running high under the pressure of an apparent attack mixed in with panic and | 


of cool these officers were way off their mark. 


ThePort Arthur shooter displayed no such fear. 


















He didn't run. He cooly strode about in full control off, 
himself and his mission apparently under no stress. ae 
Certainly he was not worried about disturbing theif j- | 
sneighbours or apparently being arrested by the police. GQ, <= 
mem) That's because the local police had already been taken care ) | 

== of. They were off on a some wild goose drug bust that | 


w M kurned out to be a phony. 


In 1996 a trained Israeli soldier went berserk in Hebron and fired a complete thirty-shot magazine of ammunition from 
identical Colt AR15 (as used at Port Arthur) into a crowd of Palestinians at the same range. His thirty high velocity bul 
injured nine and killed no-one at all. 


A witness, who eye-balled the Port Arthur shooter as he was shot in the neck was willing to identify the man while they w 
both in the Royal Hobart Hospital. Bryant was not far away in another ward recovering from burn wounds suffered at 
Seascape Inn where he was taken prisoner yet the witness was never given the opportunity to identify him. This 5 mir 
exercise could have cleared Bryant of being the shooter at Port Arthur even though he would still have to explain what 
was doing at the Seascape Inn. It never happened. 


TO THIS DAY NO ONE HAS EVER FORMALLY IDENTIFIED THE PORT ARTHUR SHOOTER 


A solid lawyer for Martin Bryant could also have, at the very least, pleaded diminished responsibility for his client since 
Bryant had previously been found incompetent to administer his own estate and had been awarded a guardianship by the 
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State to take care of his financial situation. 


In 1993 a case was heard in the Hobart Supreme Court under the Mental Health Act which resulted in Martin Bryant being 
found not competent to administer his own affairs and consequently unable to make any plea in any court due to his me. 
inability. How could Bryant's lawyer not be aware of that? With that information Bryant could not be convicted of anything 


He would have been sent to a psychiatric institution where he could have b 
rehabilitated and maybe eventually set free. Well, they couldn't have that n 
could they? That would not appease the lynch mobs and beside if he ever 
out he might divulge what happened at the Seascape Inn and reveal 

T existence of an accomplice who lured him there to have some "fun". 





Clearly Bryant had to be locked up in solitary confinement and have the key thrown away. He would become our very < 
Man In The Iron Mask. 
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Bryant was a very lonely boy because of his annoying personality. He got teased and liked to get revenge on those \ 
poked fun at him by doing all the kinds of silly things like chucking rocks and disrupting class. The kinds of things t 
modern day ADD children do except he was raised in a time when the government was closing down opportunity schools- 
mental institutions. 


The civil libertarians had an idea that people like Martin, who had disabilities detrimental to the other children in cli 
should be integrated into society to fend for themselves. To the detriment of other students he was forced into the sē 
classrooms and the other children suffered torment and loss of concentration because of his behaviour. Today we see 
results of these disastrous experiments all the time and, of course, it was not only our mentally ill who suffered 
consequences of these do gooder's fanciful ideas. 


Martin desperately sought friends but besides several girl friends, who incidentally had never suffered any kind of viole 
from him, his father was perhaps the greatest influence in his life. He loved the boy and tried very hard to change Mart 
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mental capacity so that he would become a useful citizen 

but Martin's inability to learn impeded any hope of him becoming capable of taking care of himself. Martin was devaste 
when his father committed suicide and it is possible that he blamed himself for not being able to live up to his fath 
expectations as much as he wanted to. 





In an interview with Inspectors Warren and Paine, Martin relates how his father took him diving and fishing. He bouglt 
Zodiac inflatable boat which he eventually sold to buy two weapons only a few months before the massacre. One was a | 
AR15 more commonly called an Armalite which was identified by a Victorian gun collector who recognized it as one that 
had handed in at a previous amnesty and was paid $1700 for. 


He told police that a mark on the barrel of the Port Arthur weapon described to him by Inspector Maxwell, matched a m 
on his rifle made by his gunsmith. "My rifle also had a collapsible stock and a Colt sight, just as the massacre weapon hi 
he said. "I did the right thing and handed the weapon in and if the police put it back into the Australian community I we 
be disgusted. "They told me it would be sent overseas and used for military purposes." See STORY OF A RIFLE USED I 
MASSACRE 


There are conflicting identifications of the weapons used that I will not go into because its very in depth but suffice to 
that there were far too many guns floating around that day which could only have been planted to muddy the waters. Tr 
are other sites which delve deeper into this subject and my links refer to these experts for more information on this mat 
However be prepared to discover the irrefutable and almost unbelievable proof of evidence interference at the crime scene 


Martin didn't grow up with guns and rifles. His parents would not have approved. He was 23 when he bought a Daiwoo 
gauge shotgun but he was so afraid of it's recoil that he never even fired it. 


"A. I never, the funny thing is, I never umm, got round to using it. Even though I bought it, but it scared me the thought « 
not working, and probably ricocheting out." He was afraid of the recoil. 


The parlance used by Bryant when he talks about guns clearly shows that he is not very familiar with weaponry terms 
also shows that he was a bit of a wimp when it came to handling guns because although he enjoyed the feeling of owr 
one, aS many people do, I think they scared the hell out of him. 


Only months before the Port Arthur massacre Martin acquired two more rifles including the AR15 and for the first time in 
life took weapons out into the forest near Mundunna to practice. He had purchased another rifle six years earlier but 

never fired it because he couldn't get it to work. A gunsmith told him that he was using the wrong ammo and he had tc 
shown how to use this weapon. However he still couldn't get the knack of it so it remained at the gunsmiths. 


WARREN 


Q. You went, you used to go down in that area a fair bit then? 


17 of 44 19-Jan-21, 10:25 PM 


The Port Arthur Massacre - False Flag ? (Australia - 28 April 1996) https://web.archive.org/web/20 160228 165802/http://truthology.org.au/in... 


A. Mmm. 


Q. Would it be fair to say you go down there mare than ahh, you know other parts of the State? 
A. With the guns? 


Q. Mmm. 
A. That's the only place I used to take the guns. 
Q. Right. 


A. Nowhere else and it's only been the past six, seven months that I've actually used the guns. Before that I 
never used them, before in my life. 


K K K K KK KKK KKK KKK 


A. That's, it's only been seven months that I've been firing 'em. Mmm 


XK KK OK KK OK KK KKK KKK 
PAINE 
Q. Did you think that, did you think it was safe to have the ahh, firearms loaded in your car? 


A. Umm, well they've got a safety catch thing. 


A safety catch thing? 


Thank God for that. Six or seven months practice on his own shooting cans and cardboard in the bush and he becomes o 
of the most impressive shots in the world who describes a part of his weapon as "a safety catch thing". 


2K OK K Æ OK K OK OK OK OK OK OK OK OK OK OK XK 


It should be noted that during the interview with Martin and Inspectors Warren and Paine, Bryant's legal 

representative at the time gave permission for him to be interrogated without counsel being present. There < 

several pages and portions missing in the transcript especially after Martin talks about the hostage and the 

BMW. Did he say something that might have incriminated an accomplice? Most investigators agree that besia 

the Martins and the hostage handcuffed to the staircase there was at least one other person in the Inn durir 
the siege. Did Martin say something that could have given up the plan? 
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APR CSS 


At his hospital bed he was charged with only one murder that being of Kate Scott. He was confused and denied the charc 
However in a strange twist, during the interview with Paine and Warren, he believed that he had used a gun to stop a C 
BMW at the corner of Fortesque Bay and Palmers Lookout. He said he wanted to go for a joy ride in the car and told 
woman and a child to get into his yellow Volvo and the male driver to get into the boot of the BMW. He said he neede 
hostage in case he got into trouble for not having a driver's licence and he was worried about the man driving off in his 
and going to the police. Then he said he drove to the Seascape Inn visit the Martins because he missed them when he vis 
them earlier in the day. However his knock on the door was unanswered yet again. For some reason, he says he c 
explain, he said he took petrol out of the BMW (that he kept in his Volvo because the gauge didn't work) and he poured 
petrol all over the BMW. He said he wasn't sure whether he set the car on fire or not but there was a huge explosion | 
that's how he thinks he got burnt. He said that he thought the reason he was being charged with murder was because of 
man in the boot of the BMW who must have died in there, and he thought he was responsible for this man's death. 


The first chopper arrives and one at a time the 22 injured are 
lifted to the hospital. A mysterious black van disappears 

yet no one was allowed to leave the site until the police arrived 
after dark 





Now here's what really happened. No one died in the boot of the car. It was the real gunman who stopped the BMW at 
toll-booth of the Port Arthur convict site (klms away from Palmers Lookout) as he was exiting the site and he shot the f 
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occupants in the car. Then he dragged out their bodies and drove off in their Gold BMW. When he came upon the w 
Carolla he slowed down and shot the woman driver and kidnapped the male passenger putting him in the boot of the B 
and then drove on to the Seascape Inn. When he got there he took the hostage out of the boot and into the Inn where 
handcuffed him to the staircase rail and that's where he was burnt to death in the house fire and not in the car. The gunr 
might have tried to relate this story to Bryant and, perhaps because of his mental capacity, he got it all wrong because 
didn't have a clue about what really happened or what he was supposed to Say. 


Why would Bryant make up this story of taking the BMW for a joy ride and burning his hostage in the car fire where 
believes he also got burnt? If he gave himself up for what he thought was a murder, then why didn't he admit to ot 
murders? Or at the very least tell some equally fanciful story about that part of the day? He couldn't have been in any m 
trouble. However, no matter how hard they tried to get him to say something about Port Arthur 

he adamantly insisted that he was never at the convict settlement on that day. He said he only had $15 and couldn't aff 
it. When asked how his Yellow Volvo got there he said that he didn?t know and that perhaps the woman he let go from 
BMW must have drove it there. He showed genuine remorse for what happened to the man in the boot of the BMW but 
also thought that this was the reason he had been arrested and was facing jail. He was clearly very worried about 

incident. Far more than any of the accusations against him for the murder of another 35 people because he believed he 

killed his hostage in the boot of the car and would go to jail for it. However all of the other instances were non events to 

because, as he said, "I didn't shoot anyone". 





There were other occasions when he was said to have uttered strange things that would have incriminated him but if he 
say any of the horrible things that his lawyer John Avery told the press he had, then it is obvious to any reasonable per 
who knows anyone like Martin that he would say anything to keep a conversation going. He was a lonely person and 
attention seeker. After months of solitary confinement it's more than likely that Martin would have said anything at all jus 
keep someone interested in him enough to keep him company. He could also have used this childish ploy to be aggrava! 
and annoying. He was obviously being pressured into admitting to something that he didn't do and could have lashed 
with things that he thought Avery wanted to hear. The shock value would have been entertainment for him as pri 
confinement would not have been easy for him to endure without psychiatric help. 










In an interview with Avery for the Bulletin by Julie-Annej 
Davies she wrote that, quote "Avery also needed to persuade 
me Bryant not to press with his not guilty plea." unquote. Avery 
told her, quote "I had very little I could offer him in terms of 
legal solutions." unquote. That's probably because he didn't 
{even try to build a case for Martin. Even with all of the 
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evidence he should have had at his disposal to prove Martinf 
innocent his only plan was to get him to plead guilty so 
everyone could go home and forget about him. 







Ten years later Avery discredited himself and was disbarred after revealing confidential interview tapes between himself- 
Bryant which he said he believed the public should be made aware of. However although, on the face of it, Bryant admit: 
the killings on the Avery Tapes, it is blatantly obvious by the way he has to be led into each admission and by 
contradictions that Avery helps him ‘get it right’ for the records, that Bryant does not have a grasp on what he thinks | 
Supposed to say. His eagerness to please and do whatever was required of him only serves to further empathise his 
ignorance and absence of intellect. On several occasions Avery was on one train of thought while Bryant was on another | 
Avery took advantage of Martin's ineptness. He admitted to things that didn't happen such as shooting Mrs. Martin who ' 
not shot at all but bludgeoned to death or knocking on the Martin's door when he was supposed to have already shot tF 
previously or not Knowing the magazine capacity of the rifle he was supposed to be so expert with. 
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The communication levels continuously moved in only one direction and that was to get Martin to plead guilty. It was < 
obvious that Martin's coercion had begun long before Avery had got to him. He had already been instructed on what he m 
say and why. As the tapes show Bryant's main concern was how long the court case was going to take and anything that 
could say to get it over with sooner. He was convinced that if he said and did the right things that there might not even tł 
court case. 


In his initial interview with Detectives Paine and Warren Martin confessed to killing a man who was trapped in the boot of 
BMW when he thought he set fire to it. He neither set fire to it or killed anyone in the car. 

The man he thought he had killed was found burnt in the Seascape Inn. He was obviously told what to say and got it 
wrong. He had no idea at all what he was being charged with and probably still doesn't know. Martin Bryant should h 
received professional help years before he was incarcerated. He saw his first psychiatrist when he was only six and it ' 
obvious from that time that he had a problem. The authorities were aware of his inability to take care of himself but t 
didn't have a place for him to go where he could get specialised care. His father retired early to look after him but when 
died the only other person who befriended him was the woman who took him on as a gardener and left him her fort 
when she died. He lived alone to fend for himself in a huge mansion with a generous income. His mother and sister lo 
him dearly but they were not as able to "put up with him" as his dad did and they suffered the indignity of his imperfecti 
as much as anyone else who had anything to do with him. 













asi 
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People in the mental medical profession see this kind of condition all the time. I know at least 2 people with varying degr 
of the same characteristics 


but because someone is a little weird, stupid or attention seeking does not predispose them to committing mass murderer 
fact the very reason Martin can't be the Port Arthur shooter is because he's all of the above and it would have b 
impossible for anyone to have trained a man with his lack of intelligence to be a combat shooter. 


Who ever planned the Port Arthur massacre did not make a good choice when they selected Martin for the patsy. If the 
killer wasn't such a show-off and Martin's IQ was at least double, the differences between the two might have been | 
obvious. It would have been easy for the gunman to portray Martin by donning a blond wig and acting a bit peculiar but 
Martin to be mistaken for a combat shooter is ludicrous. 


| 

| 
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Obviously the authority's plan to put Martin away with a minimum of fuss would not work unless Bryant pleaded gt 
because a jury trial was the only other option. It was also apparent that the authorities were nervous about witnesses 
being able to identify Martin seeing him up close in the witness stand so they must have put a lot of work into getting hin 
change his mind. They could have used torture of some kind (some investigators referred to his solitary confinement 
torture) but bribery is most likely since his child-like mind-set would be easily enticed by offers of fair play and a comforte 
confinement. 


Whatever they did it worked to a certain extent since his lawyer was convinced that he had talked him into pleading gt 
and they went to a sentencing hearing with this in mind. 


However, surprise, surprise. When the judge finally asked Martin how did he plead? He replied "not guilty". 


I would love to have seen the look on the prosecutors face, or, for that matter, even the lawyer's face, since he was the 
who would have worked so hard on that answer to be "guilty". 









He knew it was silly for him to be doing this and he laughed and snickered though all}, 
35 counts of guilty, probably because he felt foolish telling lies. 


This action was reported by the ever ravenous press as being insensitive and cruel, 
something that I didn't believe for an instant. I remember when I was 11 and I can 
only imagine how ridiculous all of this must have appeared to him. He had no one to 
defend him or listen to his side. His lawyer didn't make any attempt to investigate a 
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case for him and didn't appear to be helping him. From a humane point of view he 
shouldn't have been subjected to a hearing in the first place because of his legal 
mental status. | 







The whole thing was a sham designed to quell the anger of a nation stirred up by the press doing their dirty work for 
anti-gun nuts who couldn't even find a very convincing patsy, or maybe they didn't know how good their shooter was gc 
to be. 


What did they offer him that was so attractive? There was no way that he was going to go free and they must have told 
this. So, what do you offer a man condemned to prison for the rest of his life? A colour TV set? 


Anyone can judge Martin's mental ability by reading his "psychiatric report on this site" and having done so you can ded 
that the simplest of pleasures might have appealed to Martin. Things such as a colour TV in a very comfortable cell where 
could play computer games and order any videos he liked. What else is there in the life of a simpleton but end! 
entertainment in your own little realm rather than have a very bad accident and perhaps not survive. 


Despite media generated hatred which would have had the public approving of his death, attempts on his life would h 
shone a light on him and reminded the public of the massacre they were determined to forget. They may even h 
uncovered some of the truth about his inability to have committed the crimes he was accused of. Much safer to let sleer 
dogs lie and keep Bryant silent in his "Iron Mask" behind closed doors forever. 


It is especially easy to keep things quiet in the present climate since the public seem to accept the silence generated by 
media on this subject. Absence of any updates and ongoing hush hush about the subject keeps the peace and life goes 
Nothing is said "out of respect for the dead" and Martin Bryant's name is never mentioned. The authorities and the me 
have convinced the general public to forget the man accused of Australia's worst crime. He is behind bars and that is the 
of that. 


Those of us who take everything the media tells us with a grain of salt have heard a different story to the official one. 
many blatant anomalies should aggravate even the most skeptic of us and anyone who has read the unofficial versions 
the Port Arthur massacre can't help but be curious about questions that the government won't answer and the media refu 
to report. 


So what do the people of Tasmania think? In particular those who live and work in the Port Arthur region and may even h 
been there on the day? 


PORT ARTHUR REVISITED 





I thought the best place to start asking questions was at the Port Arthur historical site, which these days is a far cry from 
attraction I saw about 15 years ago on a previous visit to Tasmania. 


The park must attract a larger amount of people these days since the four plus car-parks indicated the expectatior 
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enormous crowds. A huge and very modern administration block complete with dining area and gift shop also hou 
miniatures of the site and interesting informative entertainment areas to inform the visitor of the original penal settleme 
The lives and woes of the tortured souls who did their time at Port Arthur are depicted in print, video and manneat 
throughout the center ensuring that the visitor is informed of our early past and our early inhabitants to this area. 


At night there is a ghost tour that takes visitors on a somewhat eerie exploration of the site and the guides joke about 
spirits of the dead convicts that presumably still inhabit these ruins. 


At the end of this tour I thought that this might be the perfect time to ask if there might be some "ghosts" remaining a 
the 1996 massacre and my question was met with astonishment. However, more than half of the tour stayed behind to h 
the answer. 


"No, there are no ghosts of the massacre," I was told. 
"Why do you think that is?" I asked 
"I don't know," was the reply. 



















"Do you think it's because the people who died in the massacre might be fro! 
more enlightened age and have moved on?" I asked. 

"It's because we had a cleansing ceremony to give the massacre victims closu 
Someone else answered me. 

"And you didn't have a ceremony for all those poor tortured convicts?" Some 
snickered with amusement behind me and I knew I was being pedantic but I ' 
annoyed by the hypocrisy of the pretence to have respect for one kind of s| 
and not another. These convict ghosts were raking in millions for the Tasmar 
government and the more recently murdered were not even given a mention. 


Earlier I had asked one of the staff behind the ticket counter as I was buying tour tickets for the day if there was at 
conducted about the Port Arthur massacre and I got much the same response. They acted as if the question was insensi 
and inappropriate. 


A very rude and obviously annoyed man listening in on what I had to say told me, with attitude, that "people down F 
don't talk about the massacre," 


"Why not?" I asked, "the massacre is as much a part of our history as the convict settlement and to try and hide the fact 
what happened only makes the event even more sinister. And why are you all so angry about predictable curiosity" 
"We're not angry, just don't talk about it and we never mention the killer's name." 

"Some of the staff here are still very sensitive about what happened and out of respect for them we don't mention 
murders." 


Same old story, even after ten years. Don't mention the massacre and no lies can be told. 


Regardless of who I spoke to I was put off with statements such as, "we don't talk about what happened because some 
the staff who were there on that day are still upset about it," or ?Why would we want to talk about something so upsettin 
most people?" 

"Most people are interested in what happened here." I told her, "and the Port Arthur massacre is an important event t 
should be told because to this day it has not been fully explained and we're being told that no one wants to talk about it 
of respect for the dead or the sensitivity of the survivors. I would have thought that the loved ones of those who died F 
would be, at the very least, eager to have a proper trial to reveal what really happened to their friends and family" 


"Have you ever has a tragedy in your life?" was put to me. If they only knew that in my business the amount of people 
get to know are so many and dear that almost every month we celebrate another funeral. Celebrate? Yes, because I beli 
in a soul that lives forever. Most people accept tragedy and get on with their lives because grief is a personal pain, 
something to be used as an excuse to keep quite. We learn by our history and we require that the truth be told so that 
are not doomed to repeat it. 


We can't suppress what happened at Port Arthur for fear someone doesn't have a grip on their own feelings. We can't tt 
about upsetting people by telling the truth. That's what happened in the first place and grief was used as an excuse no 
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pursue a trial with all of the explanations that could have alleviated a lot of pain and made closure for the victims 
behind. 


"But, it was the way they died." the attendant said sadly. 


Most of the victims were killed instantly with shots to the head. I should be so lucky to die so quickly. These people were 
mutilated, tortured, hacked up, buried alive, stabbed or beaten to death. They were not raped or humiliated in any way. T 
were executed by a professional killer who Knew what he was doing and had the expertise to accomplish his mission with 
maximum amount of terror. His aim was to put fear into the hearts of ordinary people and make way for an even m 
sinister plan. 


As an example I went on to tell them about the two little girls on the Gold Coast sand dunes who were raped and tortured 
hours before being clubbed to death with a lump of wood about the same time as the massacre and didn't even make fr 
page news because the weapon used to kill them was not a gun. I found myself being ignored. 


To believe that the way these people died is any worse than the way other people die is what I call insensitive. It's not 
way they died that makes me angry. It's the fact that they had to die at all. These lives were taken needlessly but 
thoughtlessly or in vain. They died so that Australians can now live without the fear of all those other non existent m 
murders we have never suffered in this land of terror. Without the deaths of these innocent men women and children 
@country would be over-run with rednecks and | 
nuts going on endless killing sprees. I'm not try 
to be funny here. I'm trying to empathise 
audacity of these slimes to use the lives of so m 
to save no one because the homicides in Austr 
have only gone up since the gun confiscation. W 
he bad guys didn't hand in their guns and m 

feemurders are committed with fists, knives, lump: 
——— wood and anything else handy at the time. So 
§Nwhole exercise was just a horrible waste. Th 
people died for nothing. 















Finally, I asked one of the Port Arthur staff if 
felt comfortable with Martin Bryant being convicted without a trial and the response tone was again one of annoyance. 


"He has had a trial; they found him guilty here in Hobart." 
"Actually he had a sentencing hearing, not a trial as is the right of every Australian citizen," I tried to inform her but 
wasn't listening to me. 


"He did so get a trial, he's as guilty as sin and he can rot in hell." 


Almost word for word what the Mercury had published in bold headlines to convince people that justice had been done am 
this day these people were sticking to the printed word of the media. As far as anyone I tried to talk to was concerned 
deed was done the killer is in jail and we don't want to talk about it any more. 


The people of Port Arthur, choose to ignore further investigations in order to forget. Ignorant of the facts, the hint 
Suspicion does not prompt them to take a second look and make sure that those they mourn get the justice they dese 
One would think that out of respect for the dead that they should want to make sure that an innocent man did not take 
fall and do the time for the rea/killer. But it's as if they are not really interested. 


Hours later it occurred to me that the Port Arthur staff might not talk about what happened because they really don't kn 
They may have been there and some may have seen dead bodies, bandaged and comfort the wounded and perhaps clea 
up the crime scenes afterwards but because no proper enquiry has yet pieced together all the clusters of confusion on t 
day I think it would be hard to make sense of it all. 


The gunman did his job too well to be believable but he fulfilled his mission to inflict the maximum amount of fear- 
confusion so that no one person would ever really Know what went down that day. The fact that these people had to \ 
over 6 hours for the police to arrive would be terrifying enough because no one knew where the gunman was or if he ' 
coming back. Hundreds of statements were taken and yet to this day no one, not even the people who were there, kr 
what, why or even how this terrible thing occurred, especially at a place like beautiful Port Arthur. 


The shooter's brazen, deliberate and quick execution of his assignment had the desired affect on the public and that wa: 
incite hatred of the weapons used in the killings. 
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However, I'd like to make it clear that, as with most parts of Australia, the further away from the big cities you get the m 
genuine people become. In the back blocks of this beautiful state and at places where fewer tourists find their way we | 
some really wonderful people who took us in like family and didn't mind talking about Port Arthur at all. Trouble we 
couldn't tell these guys anything. They'd had it all figured out years ago and for a while we relaxed in the company of 
Australians who are used to helping out one another and standing by their mates. 
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They told us of dramas that would curl your hair but the difference was that these people knew how to cope with the hard 
times without complaint or expectations of sympathy. The best part about their company was the way they told of their 
misfortunes with jokes and laughter as if to spit in the eye of tragedy. What I felt for these people brought a tear to my ey 
as happens when you are so proud of someone. So to all those fabulous "devils" we met here and there, especially the La! 
Leake Fly Fishing Club at the Lake Leake Chalet ? thanks for the free camp and outstanding laughs fellows. 


Almost immediately after the killings semi-automatic rifles were banned in Tasmania, the most peaceful and safest stat 
Australia with the lowest crime rate. Influenced by the Liberal government and the media push to have guns banned ordir 
Australians were branded rednecks and gun-nuts and forced to hand in their weapons all over the country. It was T 
Germany all over again. Prime Minister Howard dramatized the event even further by wearing a flack jacket in public beca 
he was afraid that these gun nuts might try to shoot him. Hundreds of thousands of people, not only gun owners, marche 
protest all around the country against the introduction of the laws but because the media gave them little or no coverage 
public outcry was largely ignored and the gun laws were passed without a referendum. Full story on disarmament 
Australia 
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IT HAPPENED HERE 
On Sunday 28th April 1996, the Port Arthur Historic Site was the site of a devastating violent crime. 
In this area, and at other locations nearby, a single gunman killed 35 people and injured dozens more. Staff 
from the Historic Site were among the victims. 
Twenty people died inside this building. 
Immediately after the shootings, there were many acts of bravery and compassion around the site, as rescue. 
tended the injured, not knowing whether the gunman was still in the area. 
A man was captured next day, not far from the Port Arthur Historic Site. He was tried, found guilty, and 
sentenced to imprisonment for life with no eligibility for parole. 
The crime, which was reported around the world, caused widespread shock, outrage and grief. Many people s 
suffer as a result of the events of 28th April 1996. 
It was agreed that a memorial garden incorporating the shell of the Broad Arrow Caf?, would be established ¿ 
a place of quiet beauty and calm reflection. 
Open to the wind, rain and sky, this garden and these bare walls are touchstones for people's thoughts about 
what happened here. 


I took the tour of the convict settlement grounds which did not include a visit to the Broad Arrow cafe or any mention of 
massacre. Having previously been these 15 years earlier I Knew the general position of it but nothing could have prepe 
me for what they did to the building in an effort to obliterate all evidence of the shootings. The remains are now little m 
than a few stripped walls exposing brick-work reminiscent of the convict era. Were it not for a small plague in the gar 
surrounding these remains visitors would be unaware of what happened at this and other sites in the area. 


A wooden cross overlooks a remembrance pool at the back of the building out of sight until you walk towards the cliffs in 
background and the remains of the Broad Arrow is insignificant in it's present appearance. The area where so many innoc 
people lost their lives is not part of the regular tour and easily missed behind a garden obviously planted to keep the e 
remote and isolated so as not to bring attention to it. 


I spent some time in this area and listened to thele 
conversations of those who had found the ruins andi 
knew what had happened here. Their tones were solemni 
but so many questions asked that were not answered 
because unlike the other buildings where attendants 
greeted visitors and explained the history within the 
walls, there were no guides at the old Broad Arrow. Fo 
many visitors a short inscription on a lonely plague wasiia 
the only clue to explain the awful events of that fateful 
day in April 1996. 
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Ask why the building was pulled down and you get the same response. Why were any of the buildings pulled down? To tł 
the shame of the events that took place there? As the convict buildings were once demolished to erase the events of that 
so too was the Broad Arrow Caf? torn down in a futile effort to eradicate history and hide forever the evidence. 


The cover-up continues even as new evidence peels back the tarnish of deception. I have read the evidence that has si 
been raised in at least two independent investigations and I have asked the authorities to prove this evidence wrong. 
have been pushing for a Coronial Enquiry now for over 9 years and we get nothing. As time goes by, witnesses die, buildi 
are torn down and people are fed the same emotional drama designed to take attention away from the real story. 


A man is locked up for the rest of his life for something that he didn't do. Well, believe it or not, it happens all the time. 
there are some people who don't even want to know whether Martin is innocent or not. They hate him so much they w 
even speak his name. Despite the more recent investigations they prefer to believe the media? Afraid to speak out t 
silently convince themselves the media must be right. Perhaps the fear of the truth is more terrible than they can k 
because if Bryant didn't kill all of those people that means that the killer is still out there and that is something to be af 
of. 
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Our legal system can hardly be a system of integrity if our courts sacrifice justice for fear of upsetting witness's feelin 
Where is the fairness in that? 


REAL WITNESSES VERSES THE MEDIA'S WITNESSES 


Besides publishing Bryant's photos, altered into all kinds of demonic looks, the media concentrated on giving themselves 
credibility by suggesting that the killer was seen going from victim to victim on his murderous rampage and to this day 
people think that hundreds of people could identify Bryant because he was seen by so many. The propaganda is ludicrous 
since even the toughest of vets automatically hit the deck at the sound of gun fire and anyone who looks a little curious ol 
uncertain are tackled to the ground if danger is threatening them. It is true that at first people just heard shots and thoug 
it might be a re enactment of some kind but when it was clear that a dangerous situation was in progress there was no on 
who got a good enough look at the shooter to identify him. You have only to look at the only photos rescued from that day 
and they are very blurry. It is impossible to identify anyone from them. So anyone who saw the shooter would only have c 
a glimpse of him at the most because most people were so terrified they were afraid to move, let alone have a look. 


THE BRAVEST WOMAN I HAVE EVER KNOWN 


However there were at least two people on the day who got more than a good look at the shooter. One of them was We 
Scurr who worked at the Port Arthur Site. After the massacre Wendy suffered a great deal of stress. Besides having a bt 
whizz past her head as she raced towards the administration building to ring the police she was also the first person on 
scene to witness the carnage. Being the triage officer on site she inspected all the wounded and dead and cared for vict 
before the ambulances began to arrive. Still unaware of where the shooter was she risked her life to tend to all those \ 
had been wounded in the Broad Arrow Cafe. Asked if she saw any of the shooting at the time she said "no", because she ' 
not in the building when the shooting at the Broad Arrow took place but later on, talking to her and getting her to open 
the way she should have been taken care of at the time and was basically ignored by authorities, something came bacl 
her that she had either forgotten about or had no idea that it meant anything. She was never questioned in this area wt 
again illustrates the incompetency of the investigation. This is what we recovered from her traumatic memories of that da’ 


She had just got off the ferry that goes to Dead Man's Island where the tombstones of convicts still stand. It's not far fi 
the wharf and she thought that she might get something to eat at the cafe before going back to the administration build 
As she climbed the steps of the veranda outside the cafe she noticed a blonde haired man staring at her and remembe 
looking back at him. What she didn't know at the time was, that the shooter was sitting in that very spot eating a meal. 


As I mentioned before, it is believed that the original massacre scene was supposed to have been on the island where no 
would have escaped except the killer by boat. Because the plans had been changed (it might not have been muc 
challenge for the expertise of this gunman) he might have been thinking, as she climbed the steps, that he would get 
inside the cafe anyway, who knows. Luckily for Wendy she exited the building before the shooting started which would ¢ 
have been seconds before and not knowing what was happening until a bullet whizzed past her ear she immediately kr 
something was very wrong and ran to the other block to ring the police. 

rying to convince the police of what was happening was hard since she had no idea 
she could hear the gun shots and held the phone out so that the police could hear tf 
as well in an effort to convince them that they had an emergency. Little did she kr 
that it would take seven and a half hours for the police to finally arrive to give sup} 
to the terrified people everywhere who had no idea what was happening, where 
gunman was, how many shooters there were and what they should do with no one 
guide them. 












The firing inside the cafe lasted, at the most, a couple of minutes and as the rampage continued in the car park and towe 
the toll gate Wendy was the first one on the scene inside the cafe to find the carnage. She had no idea where the gunr 
was and could easily have been his next victim but she was the triage officer of the site and her job was to tend to 
wounded and try to save as many lives as she could. What she saw was a war zone. People huddled under tables and bet 
chairs trying to escape the frenzy but somehow in those few seconds of combat shooting 20 people were killed, 19 of tt 
with head shots. There was blood and tissue everywhere. It was something that only hardened veterans would have e 
seen yet this woman went about trying to save the lives of the few survivors. One such young man who had been shot in 
throat and to this day they are good friends with similar experiences to share. 


This young man, who had been shot in the neck, was recovering in hospital when he found out that the killer ' 
recuperating not far from him in the same ward. He asked if he could identify the man who had shot him and was refus 
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Had he been allowed a few seconds with Martin Bryant the whole conspiracy would have fallen over because the man t 
had arrested was not the killer. The real witnesses all agree that the shooter was younger and not as tall as Bryant. He 
longer hair which looked like a wig and most importantly he had a pocked complexion suggesting acne scars which Bry 
does not have. 


With this in mind it was obvious to the authorities that Bryant could not be allowed identification by credible witnesses. Th 
people, and others with similar stories, were not even put on the witness list, essential for a trial, and yet they were the c 
ones who had seen the killer up close. The only way out was to make up the ridiculous story of saving the victims furt 
trauma by not having a trial at all denying Bryant his sovereign right to be heard and railroading him with just a hear 
thus having no need for witnesses or declarations. 


There were witnesses eager to see justice done and the law shunned them. These brave people are the real heroes of 
Port Arthur massacre because they risked their lives to be willing to tell the truth. They took the trouble to make waves 
that their loved ones did not die in vain. There has been no explanation of 'why' to those who suffered the aftermath an 
anything this must be the most heart wrenching pain of all to bear. 


It is clear that the DNA evidence would have cleared Martin. So would blood splatter tests on his clothi 
Witness identification of Bryant would have convinced me but the DPP used none of this evidence and insti 
relied on this ridiculous video that proves nothing. The only thing that convicted Martin Bryant was his coer 
“guilty” plea. 


Somewhere there are people who planned a massacre and blamed an unfortunate intellectually handicapped man for 
terrible crimes that took place in one of the most beautiful and peaceful places on earth. 


I have gathered innumerable pieces of information and facts which substantiate a cover-up of immense proportions 
over the past ten years and I am even now still uncovering more and more information. There is so much of it that it ne 
ends. 
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For instance we know that a Mortuary truck with 22 body racks in a refrigerated unit was built before the massacre and : 
afterwards. Why would Tasmania need a Mortuary Unit designed for a disaster of at least 22 people. 

Another example was the photo taken of a black van that somehow arrived before the ambulances and certainly the po 
and parked in front of the Broad Arrow Cafe where 20 people lay dead and others were wounded. This van was ne 
mentioned in any reports and never seen again. 






he frustration of rejection is a hard pill to swallow and the willingness to stanc 
and be counted is becoming a more and more thorny path to walk. One day it 
be too late. People will forget and move on but worst of all history will be writ 
with the lies and deception of the winners as it usually is and those who deny 
truth will be co-conspirators. 






Wahiti for Soke. 






Gann lina Eng ries omy. 





Yello Chevrolel 350 VG truck wath retrigerated body, halds m2, this wehichs was 
primarily used as ihe disaster vehick in the Port Arihur Massacre. This vehida is 
cunrantty for sale and al reasonable offers will ba considered. The vehicle has value as 
not enhy a ralrigerated unil der bedy reneovel, fle the only one of its kind in the erlia 
country, The “menarabiia” value off Tor aryora making a movie'series or wriling & 
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book on Pot Arthur i niless, Not aniy woud the purchaser be palling the caster In a way I understand the apathy, after all, what is the point of complaining if 
This vehicle is currerly for sala and all REASONABLE OFFERS will be considered. people you're complaining about are the ones you must complain to. It seems t 
ee it is just so much easier to let Bryant rot in jail and forget about what is ri 
because the real killers will never be brought to justice and the truth will never 
admitted. It's too hard. 


However I know that, as na?ve as some people may appear to be, there are 
some with a bent for fair-play who surface now and then to give me hope. I he 
a radio talk-back host recently interview a correspondent who rubbished Ol 
Stone's movie JFK. The guest insisted that the movie was not about w 
happened in Dallas that day but instead was just a conspiracy story made up 
Oliver Stone and made into a movie for entertainment purposes. 
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Not what really happened? I was flabbergasted and 
angry that this usually intelligent person had the 
nerve to dismiss the investigations of one of America's 
bravest men, Jim Garrison, who as Attorney General Hri 
of Mississippi put his career on the line to bring thes “i 

truth to the American people in the same way many 
people are doing now for the victims of the Port Arthur » 
massacre. a 


“Before the police and ambulances arrived a 
mysterious black van was photographed in 


front of the Broad Arrow Cafe. This van was 
never seen or heard of again. 


However, the host came back with an awesome comment when he asked his guest if the official story, that came from 
government, could not also be regarded as a conspiracy considering the lies that can come from even the highest echelon 
government using George Bush as an example. Are not these people also capable of creating conspiracies? Are they not 
better position to tell lies than most and follow them through? They have endless departments on their pay-role to cover 
them and their greatest asset is the fact that most people are reluctant to accuse their leaders of any wrong-doing. 1 
much easier to accuse a lone nutter than an organisation of people who are powerful and capable of orchestrating event: 
make sure that things go their way. 


OU’LL BE SURPRISED WHAT BANNED 
GUNS ARE WORTH THESE DAYS. 


mr 


The fiamma buyback achenne th working. Thee camer of fe firearm picked up -ea 400, podioe stabon and youll be sent a ch rai a hor ee Vaa 
During the amnesty period, hand in any protitebed firsann inchadirg t ihe nai banned = For eeryone safety Frears shold bs 
sell-loading. imire of centre-fire nies and setf-loading or purrg-action shotguns at any = For informaiton, Eepos IBOD 2 240 OF 4, Aum reli aan Fiesi Bh te a 
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Anyone who believes that the patsy did it in both of these murders is not living in the real world. When you can't get y 
head around the idea that a terrorist attack happened on our own soil and our own countrymen were influenced into gi\ 
up the very weapons that could have defended the innocent on that day, then you're in denial. 
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Thirty five people were killed at one of the most beautiful historic sites in our country and only a few weeks later the How 
government pushed through Draconian gun laws that had no hope in hell of getting passed without the emotional turr 
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that followed the Port Arthur Massacre. 


The Joe Vialls Investigation 


One of the original investigators into the PA massacre, now deceased. His in depth report complete on these pages as writ 


before he died. 


Another site and another series of unanswered questions and theories is compiled here below for you to continue to research 
this topic and discover the Truth for yourself. 


On Sunday 28th April 1996 it is alleged Martin Bryant shot and killed 35 people and injured 20 others at Port Arthur in the State of Tasmania, 
Australia using military type semi-automatic rifles. It was the biggest massacre alleged to have been done by a "lone gunman". 
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Bryant, an intellectually impaired 29 year old, pleaded not guilty for months to the murders until pressure was brought to bear by his lawyer 
and he eventually pleaded guilty to the crimes. 





There was no confession by Bryant - in fact at the time of his first police interrogation he strongly and repeatedly denied the accusation. 


Immediately following this in what appeared at the time was a knee-jerk reaction under threats from the Federal Government through Prime 


Minister John Howard all Australian States banned the private possession and use of semi-automatic rifles and implemented the wishlist that 
gun control groups had been pushing for 10 years. 
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Since then details have surfaced arising from people who were there on the day and grieved relatives of victims being unsatisfied about the 
investigation and prosecution of Bryant. 





G SR GES 


There are too many inconsistencies, irregularities and unanswered questions about the incident that raises questions whether Bryant was the 
murderer and has been framed and whether Tasmanian Police and Governemt Officials were involved ( and whether the whole purpose of this 


incident was to create an excuse for national gun laws banning semi-automatic firearms and requiring gun registration on the pretext a "lone 
gunman" did it all himself ). 


This website attempts to detail what those things are in the public interest. This website was made after it became known that the Shooters 
News website was removed Offline. 


It contains both info from the original site as well as updated details. 


The Port Arthur Massacre. - The Basic FACTS 


1. Martin Bryant was 58 kilometres away when Mr David Martin was shot at Seascape Cottage. At 10.40 am. 
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The Seascape guest house before ahd after it was set ablaze by the gunman [AFTY] 





THE CONVENIENT DISTRACTION 


2. Also just before the shootings the only two policemen in the region were called away on a wild goose chase. They were sent 
to the Coal Mine at Salt Water River, to investigate a heroin drug stash which turned out to be soap powder. 





This was too far for them to get to the Broad Arrow Cafe in time to be of any use. Had a policeman remained at Dunalley he 
would have closed the swing bridge to prevent the killer(s) from escaping from the peninsula. Did Bryant, IQ 66, organise this 
decoy? 


3. Big Mortuary Truck. 
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Before the massacre, a specially-built 22 person capacity mortuary truck was built. It attracted some derision at the time, but its effective use 
at Port Arthur was unquestioned. After the massacre it was advertised, unsuccessfully, for sale via the internet, then converted for another 
purpose. 


Without the foresight of Port Arthur, why build it? When it had proven its worth, why get rid of it? Another coincidence? 


4. Martin Bryant has never been properly identified as the gunman. 


A young woman who ate her lunch near the gunman just before 1.30 said he had a freckled face. Graham Collyer, the wounded ex-soldier, 
who had the best opportunity to observe the killer, said he had a pock-marked or acned face. 


Twenty Head-Shots ¢ PIIIPIIIIFITIIIIID Bryant did not wear earmuffs. 
In the cafe the gunman killed 20 & wounded ° WHY IS THERE ? His ears were not damaged, so 
another 12 with a total of 29 rounds. The 2 AWOYEAR ? we know he was not the gunman 
magazine held 30 rounds, so by changing ? EMBARGO ON ? in the brick building. 

magazines after firing 29 shots he still THE EVIDENCE? The killer would have known to 
had a round in the breech enabling 277799p99772992p7 wear earmuffs under the wig, 


him to kill if caught unawares. 


He was a cool 
i Eryant admits he was 












calculating 
professional. not a good shot and he Very poor 
never practiced shoot- skills 
ing from the hip. 
rmen intellectually 
impaired 


Durie 

igadier * E 
“There was an almost satanic 
accurety to that shooting 
performance.” 


RIGHT- 
HANDED 


He shot accurately from 
the hip although the gun 
was recoiling upwards 


Spot 
the 
differences 


Neither description fits Bryant who has a beautifully smooth complexion. Graham Collyer says that it was not Bryant who shot him in the neck. 


5. Illegal Photo. On 30th April the Hobart Mercury printed a week old photo of Martin Bryant on the front page. 





This was illegal because at that stage some of the witnesses had not yet been asked to identify the killer, and the photo would have become 
fixed in the minds of the witnesses. 


When one witness was asked to describe the clothing worn by the gunman, she described the clothing on the photo instead of what the 
gunman had worn. The Mercury newspaper was not prosecuted for breaking the law. 
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6. Mrs Wendy Scurr, nurse, tour guide and Ambulance Officer, rang the police at 1.32 pm to report the shooting. 





She and other medics then cared for the injured and the dead without any police protection for six and a half hours. Who ordered the armed 
police to stop at Tarana, where they had a barbecue? The police who arrived by boats were a stone's throw away from the main crime scene, 
the cafe, and they too failed to come in to see what was going on. Was this meant to increase the trauma of the survivors? 


7. Three more shots were fired at Port Arthur at 6.30pm while Bryant was at Seascape. Who fired those shots? 





8. Same Question - Different Answer. 


At a recent Forensics Seminar in Queensland where the Tasmanian Police forensic gun inspector, Gerard Dutton, gave a lecture, the first 
question came from Mr Ian McNiven. He asked if there was any empirical evidence to link Martin Bryant to the Broad Arrow Cafe. Sargent 
Dutton immediately closed the 15 minute question time and would not reply. 


When McNiven managed to say "I have here Graham Collyer's police statement...", Sgt Dutton threatened him with arrest and called for 


security agents to escort McNiven out of the building. When Dutton was asked the same question in America by a Doctor at an American 
seminar, he replied truthfully - "There is no empirical evidence to link Bryant to the cafe". 


9. Yet a police video tape exists which proves that the police had an excellent opportunity to get DNA samples and finger prints 
of the gunman. 


The video briefly shows the blue sports bag on a cafe table. The gunman had carried his 3 rifles in this bag and left it right next to his drinking 
glass, his Solo soft drink can, knife, fork, plate, video cameras, etc. Why did the police fail to take DNA samples and finger prints? 


10. According to the official story, Bryant first killed David and Sally Martin at Seascape Cottage in the morning, then went on to 
Port Arthur. 


Yet two policemen have reported seeing a naked woman with black hair, screaming and running from one building to another at Seascape well 
into the afternoon. If Sally Martin was dead, who was this woman? 
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11. Proof of other gunmen in Seascape Cottage. 


While Bryant was calmly talking to police by telephone in the cottage during the 'siege' and the conversation was recorded, someone else fired 
an SKK rifle 20 times. In the transcript the gunfire is recorded as 'coughs' but an electronic analysis of one of the 'coughs' shows that it was an 
SKK shot. 


12. Two More Very Handy Seminars. On the Sunday morning, some 25 specialist doctors (Royal Australian College of Surgeons) 
from all over Australia had attended a training course in Hobart, and their last lecture was on Terrorist Attack and Gunshot 
Wounds. 


They stayed on to take care of the wounded victims. 





The Royal Australasian 
College of Surgeons 


13. Also, more than 700 reporters from 17 nations came to a seminar in Hobart. 
They were asked to arrive during the week-end as the seminar was due to begin early on Monday morning. How handy to have 700 scribblers 


churning out their anti-gun and disarmament propaganda to the whole world! 


14. "There will never be uniform Gun Laws in Australia until we see a massacre somewhere in Tasmania", said Barry Unsworth, 
NSW Premier, December, 1987 at a conference in Hobart. Prophecy or Planning? 


ZEF 
"a 





15. "If we don't get it right this time (gun laws) next time there is a massacre, and there will be, then they'll take all our guns 
off us", said the deputy prime minister, Tim Fischer (Above) in May 1996. 





Who is the "THEY" who would order the removal of our guns? Did Fischer let slip that gun confiscation has been ordered by someone other 
than our own leaders? 
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16. No Respect for the Law. Our laws demand that a Coronial Inquiry must take place (a) when foreign nationals are killed (b) 
when anyone dies in a fire John Howard acted illegally when he ordered the Coronial Inquiry to be abandoned. 


17. It is evident that the massacre was planned to happen on the ferry which sailed to the Isle of the Dead every day. The 
victims were to be eighty elderly American tourists who had come in two coaches. But the plan went awry because the sailing 
time of the ferry had changed from 1.30 to 2.00 pm. 


All the preparations were made for a 1.30 massacre, so the killer began his work at the Broad Arrow Cafe at 1.30, instead of on 
the ferry at 2.00. 





Here is some evidence suggesting that the plan was to kill the Americans at 1.30 on the way to the Isle of the Dead where 
tourists are shown the ancient convict cemetery - 


(a) The gunman had tried to buy a ticket for the 1.30 sailing. 


(b) When the gunman began pulling out his weapons in the Cafe, one Professional witness [Anthony Nightingale] stood up 
shouting "No, no, not here!!" If it was not meant to be "here", then it was meant to be somewhere else. Nightingale was shot 
for he had obviously given the game away. 


(c) Had the gunman waited for the 2.00 sailing, the decoyed policemen may have returned with their firearms and two-way 
radios and upset things. 


(d) Also, with the later start the trauma surgeons at the Royal Hobart Hospital may have dispersed and not been available to 
treated the wounded victims. 





(e) In a video made by the Tasmania Police we are told that some policemen came by sea to Port Arthur in patrol boats. These 
police did not go ashore. They did not come to the crime scenes at the Cafe or elsewhere to help the victims or to guard the 
First Aid workers who needed protection. Obviously they expected a massacre at sea, when they saw nothing they returned to 
Hobart. 


(f) On his way to the Historic Site the gunman stopped to help some girls who had problems with their car. He told them of his 
intention to kill some WASPS [Wealthy Anglo-Saxon Protestants] the Isle of the Dead. (Below) 
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(g) On the very day Martin Bryant was being sentenced in Hobart, President Clinton was addressing the Australian Parliament 
in Canberra. Was he there to make sure poor Martin copped the blame for the massacre and that nothing went wrong with the 
gun confiscation scheme, which of course was the reason for the Port Arthur Massacre? 





18. On the Sunday morning, two hours before the murders, ten of the senior managers of Port Arthur were taken to safety 
many miles away up the east coast,for a two day seminar with a vague agenda and no visiting speakers. Was the timing of this 
trip a mere coincidence? 


Here is yet another take from an Australian website that lists more questions relating to this incident, and raises some very good points in 
deed that still remain unanswered. 


THE PORT ARTHUR MASSACRE CONSPIRACY 
by Ned Wood 





JOE VIALLS PORT ARTHUR MASSACRE INVESTIGATOR 
PORT ARTHUR - 10 YEARS ON 


STORY OF A RIFLE USED IN A MASSACRE 
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TRANSCRIPTS OF POLICE INTERVIEW WITH BRYANT 
MARTIN BRYANT - PHSYCHIATRIC REPORT 
THE PORT ARTHUR VICTIMS ON GUN CONTROL 


GUN LAWS IN AUSTRALIA 


These pages were written in response to my feelings that something was very wrong about 
the Port Arthur incident and the ultimate outcome as reported by the press. 


It was more than the media frenzy that saturated the tabloids with sensationalism and 
emotional hype. The never-ending tirade of media concentration on the private lives of 
people who should have been left to grieve in peace was a lead up to the Prime Minister's 
staggering announcement to enforce new gun laws. 


MURDER WEAPON HANDED IN DURING PREVIOUS AMNESTY 


On the 23rd of June 1996 the Sunday Telegraph published a story about a gun collector in 
Victoria who identified the AR15 rifle used for the Port Arthur killings as one that he had 
handed in to police during an amnesty in February 1993. Strange that the weapon used in 
the killings just happened to fall off a conveyor belt on the way to the smelters. 


The media created the impression that Bryant's guilt was a foregone conclusion and it was 
expected that he would plead guilty and fore-go a jury trial. I wondered why he would do 
that. Lawyers for offenders who perpetrated far more horrific crimes such as torture and 
dismembering before murder had pleaded similarly and to the disgust of the public had 
received paltry sentencing or treatment. 


BRYANT HAD EVERY REASON TO PLEAD "NOT "GUILTY 


When Martin Bryant stood up in court and did as I expected him to do and pleaded "not 
guilty" the repercussions of that stirred up the biggest ants nest since Ruby shot Lee Harvey 
Oswald. The Department of Prosecutions had practically promised the public a speedy trial to 
put this assassin away as quickly as possible with a minimum of fuss. The reasons they 
gave? To save the witnesses having to suffer a trial by jury and dredging up all the trauma 
again. 


Imagine what would happen to our judicial system if in every horrific trial the witnesses had 
to be spared reliving the incidents at the expense of seeing justice done. There would be no 
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justice at all. In order for a man to be accused there must be an accuser and no one stepped 
forward to identify Martin Bryant at his trial. Despite the dozens of people who could have 
pointed out Bryant as the assassin the only witness to testify was a questionable video 
recording which has since been debunked as a fake. 


My reaction was that if he was not to get a trial by jury then, being an intellectually 
challenged and deranged person, he would have to be judged and sentenced according to his 
mental condition. Well, how about temporary insanity then? No, the Australian people had 
been worked into such a frenzy by the press that nothing less than the maximum penalty 
would be tolerated for Martin Bryant regardless of his condition. God only knows where those 
Snivel libertarians were in this instance. Isn't everyone entitled to a fair trial? And is not 
everyone innocent until found guilty? Apparently not in this case. 


Now, I am one for throwing away the key to those guilty of any violent offense. This 
business of insanity, temporary insanity, temporarily drugged, drunk or being very angry at 
the time is not an excuse for harming another human being unless in self defense in my 
opinion. However we can't count the number of times this kind of plea has worked to get 
some other scum of the earth off on crimes equally as horrific. So why wouldn't Martin 
Bryant, accused by every man and his dog as being a mentally deranged maniac, not be 
allowed to plead insanity? A psychiatrist had determined that Bryant had an IQ of 66 yet 
rather than this information acting as proof that he at least had diminished responsibility it 
was used as adequate proof that he was just over the border-line of being sane and 
therefore fit to be tried. Again, assurance that Bryant would receive the maximum penalty. 


As I was to find out later, after reading what is left of Bryant's original interview, at no time 
has he admitted to being at Port Arthur on that day even after extensive questioning. In fact 
he admitted to several other incriminating events and a full confession would not have much 
difference to the apparant trouble he was already in. 


Even though Bryant had not been identified in any police lineup as the gunman, outrage 
against this man was akin to the old wild west lynch mobs. I just couldn't forget the trouble 
that the media went to profile Bryant, from enhancing of his photograph to make him look 
like a wild-eyed Manson maniac to the innuendoes that his house was an arsenal for military 
weapons. All of this made finding an impartial jury almost impossible - perhaps that was the 
idea. 
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TRIAL BY MEDIA ENSURED NO TRIAL BY JURY 


Martin Bryant's trial was not by jury but rather by media and when he pleaded ‘not guilty’ at 
his hearing the commotion that this caused indicated to me that this was not what the 
judicial system had in mind. In fact his plea was refused. He was, in actual fact, refused a 
trial. 





After a lengthy stay in solitary confinement Bryant re-emerged at another hearing and this 
time pleaded guilty but strangely laughed as the names of the dead were read out. Now, if 
this wasn't the actions of a deranged man then perhaps it was the reaction of an innocent 
one. Perhaps the actions of a man who had tried to plead not guilty because, despite his 
instructions, he knew that this was not right. Perhaps a man who was forced to change his 
plea in order to satisfy the lust of the public and now found only irony in the legal system 
that was railroading him. 


The media told us that it was obvious that Bryant was the assassin and therefore it would 
only cause more distress to the victims of Port Arthur if a trial by jury forced them onto the 
stand to testify. Never mind that another man's life was at stake. The headlines told us that 
he could "Rot In Hell". Never mind whether he was guilty or not. Trial or no trial everyone 
agreed that this eccentric half wit performed the single most devastating killing spree of the 
century in a style and manner that defied all reasonable explanation. 


CONFISCATION OF BRYANT'S ENTIRE ESTATE 


In an unprecedented move Martin Bryant's million dollar estate that was left to him by an 
older woman friend who apparently thought a great deal of him and wanted him to live 
comfortably when she died, was confiscated by the court soon after he was charged. Never 
had this happened before, in fact they changed the law so that they could do this. The 
intention was, so we were told, to provide compensation for the victims of the massacre. 
Provide compensation for the victims from the estate of a man who had not yet been tried 
and proven guilty? To this day I have not had one survivor tell me that they saw any of this 
money. All this preposterous action did was to deprive a man of funds for a decent defence. 
Never heard of before. 
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This decision was made before his trial and while he should still have been considered 
innocent. He was relatively left penniless and unable to afford a lawyer. Because of this 
impoverishment he was appointed a lawyer who was very reluctant to take the case. The 
lawyer later resigned himself from the case after being threatened by the public for 
defending a madman. Another state lawyer was appointed who obviously had very little 
experience since none of the very convincing evidence in these pages was collected or 
consequently presented during the hearing. In fact his counselling to Martin was that he was 
going to jail anyway and if he pleaded guilty he could have a comfortable cell with a colour 
TV but if he didn't do as he was told he'd get no TV. 


Now to an intellectually handicapped man like Martin Bryant to live the rest of your life 
without television would be a very powerful motive for pleading guilty and I believe that that 
is the only way they got him to do it. 


It is without a doubt that Bryant's estate was confiscated in order to deter some clever 
lawyer from earning his money and digging up the truth on the Port Arthur Massacre and 
declaring Bryant the patsy that he obviously was. The media had whipped up such frenzy 
around Martin that very few lawyers were willing to be the hated defender of a mass 
murderer but with a million dollar estate behind him I'm sure he would have found someone 
who would have been persuaded to earn a healthy fee. 


GUILTY UNTIL PROVEN INNOCENT 


It is an inconceivable notion that in this day and age a man could be found guilty by the 
media with headlines saying that he was the Port Arthur murderer and showing a picture of 
him even before he was charged. 


Within days newspapers and television crews all over the country were telling the people 
that Martin Bryant was guilty while he lay in a hospital bed in Hobart recovering from bad 
burns suffered in the Seascape fire where he was arrested. One of the survivors of the 
massacre, a former military man and unlikely to mistake an ID, was in the hospital only a 
few meters away from Bryant in an adjacent ward and told police that he had got a good 
look at the shooter and could definitely identify him but was never asked to do so. This ID 
would have been the only time that a formal identification could have been made since the 
media had corrupted all others by illegally publishing Bryant's photos and accusing him of 
being the killer. The survivor had not yet seen that paper while recovering from being shot in 
the neck. 


I have had these pages up and running since 1997 and have never had anyone tell me that 
they saw the Port Arthur shooter and it was Martin Bryant. Yet I have seen several sworn 
statements from eyewitnesses who could identify the shooter and give descriptions of a man 
other than Martin Bryant where the killings took place. While there were witnesses who said 
that they saw Martin Bryant at the Port Arthur area not one could identify him as being 
anywhere near the Broad Arrow Café, where most of the murders took place, or any other 
crime scene on the way to the Seascape Inn. Those who eyeballed him said that he had a 
pocked ugly face and long hair. Martin Bryant has clear skin and on that occasion his hair 
was less than shoulder length. Photographic evidence shows a man wearing what looks like a 
woman's wig. Witnesses said the shooter shot from the right hip, yet Martin was left handed 
and the list goes on and on. All of which will be revealed in these pages. 
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HOW IT ALL CAME TOGETHER 


Silently I agonised over my feelings about this whole thing. I was unable to talk to others 
about it for fear of their hatred of Bryant clouding any sensible debate but one day some 
pages copied from a paper that isn't owned by the multinationals fell into my lap. Someone 
who knew about my concerns gave me an article to read that confirmed my suspicions and 
eased that knot in my stomach that told me we had all been very much misinformed about 
Port Arthur. In my hands I finally held the pages that filled in the missing bits of the puzzle 
and answered most of my questions. 


The author's name was Joe Vialls and I wrote to him and asked him if I could publish his 
work on my pages. He sent me written permission to do this free of charge and since 
February 1998 I have been the messenger for his unedited articles. 


As time went by these articles eventually built into a book which he has published called 
DEADLY DECEPTION AT PORT ARTHUR and contains an in-depth investigation into a 
conspiracy almost beyond belief but backed up with scientific evidence which cannot be 
refuted. 


Learning about Martin Bryant's intellectual capabilities and limited skill with rifles as opposed 
to the incredible skill and expertise displayed by the shooter at Port Arthur convinced me 
that I was right. 


Probably arising from the same "gut feelings" that I had, various other people have begun 
their own investigations. Many of these investigators are amateurs in some capacity. Either 
having no previous experience with investigative work or very little writing ability. Their 
styles and avenues of discovery have come from different directions and may even conflict 
with each other but there is one thing that they all seem to have in common. 


They all come to the same conclusion and agree that the Port Arthur massacre was staged 
for a purpose and a government cover-up has resulted in the incarceration of a man who 
was not the murderer of 35 innocent victims on that fateful day. Fifty million dollars was 
spent on the government buy-back scheme which was a dismal failure not just for the 
money but for the lives that paid for it. 


From the wealth of information gathered in these pages it is up to the reader to determine 
for themselves whether the traitors who disarmed our country should be allowed to get away 
with it. If you believe that a coronial enquiry should have been held into the Port Arthur 
massacre, as is mandatory for all violent deaths, then sent your opinions to the Australian 
Federal Police 16/18 London Circuit, Canberra, ACT 2601 Australia. 


ONE HELL OF A COVER UP 
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Wendy Scurr November 29, 1999 
Wendy Scurr (nurse and survivor) writes: - 
"I have read Joe Vialls book, I was heavily involved in the Massacre itself, I was 
working at Port Arthur. I know that what Mr Vialls is stating is true and that the official 
version is one hell of a cover up. 


The video footage is one issue, the time factor is another, why did it take police 6hrs. 
to arrive except for one policeman at 4.30pm and two female officers at 5.30pm to 
control over 500 people and 5 major crime scenes. There many other issues to be 
considered. But it is one huge coverup. 
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